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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is responsive to communications: Amendment, filed on 3/02/05. 
This action is final. 

Claims 1-20 are pending in this application. Claim 1 is independent claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Aravamudan et 
al., U.S. Patent No. 6,301,609. 

As per claim 1, Aravamudan teaches a notification system, comprising: a monitor that 
monitors likely available states of an entity (see col. 7, line 49-col. 8, line 31); and a bounding 
system that classifies a notification to the entity according to a predefined protocol and the likely 
available states, the bounding system facilitating deferral of the notification based at least in part 
on the notification classification, (see col. 2, lines 25-49. col. 5, lines 53— col. 6, line 12, and col. 
6, line 64col. 7, line 20) 

As per claim 2, Aravamudan teaches the system of claim 1, wherein the bounding system 
is a subscription service provided at a notification source that enables users to tag notifications 
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according to ,a predefined priority (see col, 6, lines 13-31, col. 7, line 49-col. 8, line 31, and col. 
9, line 64-col.lO, line 51). 

As per claim 3, Aravamudan teaches the system of claim 2, wherein the predefined 
priority is assigned based upon the happening of a condition (col. 7, line 49col. 8, line 31). 

As per claim 4, Aravamudan teaches the system of claim 2, further comprising a 
subscription user interface to enable users to configure attributes of a notification (col, 6, lines 
45-63 and col. 9, line 64-col. 10, line 51; it is inherent that a user interface is presented to the 
user because the user is allowed to configure attributes of a notification). 

As per claim 5, Aravamudan teaches the system of claim 4, wherein the attributes are 
defined in .a notification schema (see col. 6, lines 12-31). 

As per claim 6, Aravamudan teaches the system of claim 5, the notification schema 
further comprising at least one of a notification class, a source, a source assigned priority, a 
sender, a target, one or more content components, a relevant context, and advanced attributes 
(See col. 6, lines 12-31). 

As per claim 7, Aravamudan teaches the system of claim 5, further comprising a 
preferences profile for assigning priority based upon settings in the notification schema (see col. 
6, lines 12-31). 

As per claim 8, Aravamudan teaches the system of claim 7, further comprising a 
notification preferences editor to enable users to configure the preferences profile (see col. 6, 
lines 45-63 and col. 9, line 64-col. 10, line 51; it is inherent that a user interface is presented to 
the user because the user is allowed to configure preferences profile). 
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As per claim 9, Aravamudan teaches the system of claim 8, wherein the notification 
preference editor enables users to configure at least one of a context, a source type, a contact 
class, and a notification agent policy for directing received notifications (see col. 6, lines 45-63 
and col. 9, line 64-col. 10, line 51). 

As per claim 10, Aravamudan teaches the system of claim 9, wherein the context includes 
at least one of a calendar, tune of day, and a device activity (see col. 7, line 49-col. 8, line 3 1). 

As per claim 11, Aravamudan teaches the system of claim 9, wherein the source type 
includes at least one of a human contact and an automated alert (see col. 5, line 52-col. 6, line 
31). 

As per claim 12, Aravamudan teaches the system of claim 9, wherein the contact class 
includes at least one of key associates, family, and an InAddress Book (see col. 6, lines 45-63). 

As per claim 13, Aravamudan teaches the system of claim 1, wherein the monitor derives 
context from at least one of a calendar, a time of day, a device activity, and a user location (see 
col. 7, li#49-col. 8, line 31). 

As per claim 14, Aravamudan teaches the system of claim 13, wherein the monitor 
determines the likely available states from the derived context (see col. 7, line 49-col. 8, line 31), 

As per claim 15, Aravamudan teaches the system of claim 1, wherein the likely available 
states are determined from ,at least one of an indication by the user, an office setting, an 
environment setting, an activity setting, and a driving setting (see col. 7, line 49-col, 8, line 3 1), 

As per claim 16, Aravamudan teaches the system of claim 1, further comprising a 
notification agent that directs notifications from one or more sources to one or more notification 
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sinks based at least in part on the predefined protocol and the likely available states (see col. 5, 
line 52-col. 6, line 31). 

As per claim 17, Aravamudan teaches the system of claim 1, wherein the bounding 
system is a priorities system that automatically assigns priorities to notifications (see col. 7, line 
49-col. 8, line 31 and col. 9, line 64-col. 10, line 51). 

As per claim 18, Aravamudan teaches the system of claim 17, wherein the priorities are 
assigned via a classifier (see col. 7, line 1 49-coL 8, line 31 and col. 9, line 64-col. 10, line 51). 

As per claim 19, Aravamudan teaches the system of claim 1, further comprising a max 
deferral setting that is associated with a notification priority to enable at least one of a delivery of 
the notification at a time-out of the max deferral, and deferral of the notification to the likely 
available free state (see col. 7, line$ 49-col. 8, line 31). 

As per claim 20, Aravamudan teaches the system of claim 19, further comprising a 
setting to enable designated notifications to at least one of be passed-through, and restricted 
during designated periods (see col. 5, line 52-col. 6, line 31). 

Response to Argument 
Applicant's arguments filed on 3/02/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant's argument focused on the following: 

Aravamudan fails to teach the bounding system facilitating deferral of the notification 
based at least in part on the notification classification. 

Examiner disagrees. The examiner does not agree for the following reasons: 
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During patent examination, the pending claims must be "given >their< broadest 
reasonable interpretation consistent with the specification." > In re Hyatt, 211 F.3d 1367, 1372, 
54 USPQ2d 1664, 1667 (Fed. Cir. 2000). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the 
specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van 
Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Applicant always has the opportunity to amend the claims during prosecution, and broad 
interpretation by the examiner reduces the possibility that the claim, once issued, will be 
interpreted more broadly than is justified. In re Prater, 415 F.2d 1393, 1404-05, 162 USPQ 541, 
550-51 (CCPA 1969). 

In this case, the claim recites "deferral of the notification". Aravamudan teaches this 
limitation because he determines "how and when to notify the user of the received data or 
communication." (col. 10, lines 30-35) 

Furthermore, Aravamudan further teaches "the notification [is] based at least in part on 
the notification classification" because the determination is made based on the client's priority, 
(col. 10, lines 25-30) 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 GFR 1. 136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
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will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peng Ke whose telephone number is (571) 272-4062. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-Th and Alternate Fridays 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine L. Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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